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league to whom a child had been born—"young as he is, he
will learn more than you in the next few years." This statement
is no longer mere opinion. "Never again," says a modern
investigator, "will the child's mind, character, and spirit
advance as in this formative period of growth."1 These are
examples of the facts to be recalled if ever our financiers and
legislators, casting about for measures of economy, again pro-
pose to exclude the "under-fives" from educational care. For
various reasons, economic and otherwise, opinion in this
country has wobbled curiously from time to time,2 but facts
too stubborn to be resisted have silenced intelligent objectors
to nursery schools. The chief point that remains to be decided
is whether they shall be provided for all who want them, or
only for the children of the most needy.
Infant Ever since 1870, attendance at school, except when
schools a child is educated privately, has been compulsory
in England for children from the age of fivfe, -in
which respect she has differed from most other countries,
the usual age being six. But provision has also been made
for children from three to five years of age, if the parents
so desired, and it has been with regard to these children that the
uncertainty of policy noted above has existed. The English
infant school, for children between four or five and seven years
of age, has a history all its own. Had it developed on the lines
laid down early in the nineteenth century by Robert Owen, the
Welsh anticipator of FroebeFs kindergarten, that history
would have been very different. Unfortunately, its develop-
ment owed more to the ardent but largely misguided Samuel
Wilderspin, whose influence was, however, tempered by that of
David Stow of Glasgow, and of Charles and Elizabeth Mayo,
the English Pestalozzians. The combined result at its best
consisted very largely in gilding the pedagogic pill com-
1 A Gesell, The Pre-Schuol Child, p. 11.
* See P. B. Ballard, The Changing School, ch. xx.
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